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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. In response to communications filed on Novembers, 2006, claims 1- 10, 12-15, 
1719, and 23-35 haves been amended, no new claims have been added and claim 1 1 
has been cancelled. Therefore claims 1-40 are still presently pending in this 
application. 

Drawings 

2. The Amended version of Figure 5 was received on May 24, 2004. The Amended 
Figure 5 is acceptable. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1-10 and 12-40 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claims 1,10, 22, 30, and 34-35 recite the limitation "such that", which renders 

the claim vague and indefinite, because it is unclear as to what "such that", signifies in 
the claim. 

Claims 2-9, 12-21, 31-32 and 36-38 are objected to because they are dependent 
upon rejected independent claims 1, and 10. 

Claim 22, recites the limitation "it appears", which renders the claim vague and 
indefinite, because it is unclear as to what "it", signifies in the claim, and also "appears" 
is an abstract term and is not a concrete action. 
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Claims 10, 23, and 34-35, recite the limitation "particular entity", which renders 
the claim vague and indefinite, because it is unclear as to what "particular", signifies in 
the claim. 

Claims 12-21, 24-33, and 36-40 are objected to because they are dependent 
upon rejected independent claims 10, and 23. 

Claim 29, recites the limitation "in order to", examiner suggests deleting "in 
order" because "in order" suggests "intended use" (See MPEP § 21 1 1.04). Therefore, 
the claim language suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be 
performed, or by claim language that does not limit a claim to a particular structure. 

Claim 36, recites the limitation "is capable of, examiner suggests changing "is 
capable of, to "the online photo-sharing service i s capab le of host i ng hosts the 
entity...", because "is capable of, suggests "intended use" (See MPEP § 2111.04). 
Therefore, the claim language suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to 
be performed, or by claim language that does not limit a claim to a particular structure. 

Claim 38, recites the limitation "is capable of, examiner suggests changing "is 
capable of, to "the online photo-sharing service i s capabl e of acc e ss i ng accesses a 
server...", because "is capable of, suggests "intended use" (See MPEP § 21 1 1 .04). 
Therefore, the claim language suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to 
be performed, or by claim language that does not limit a claim to a particular structure. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "network enabled image capture devices" in lines 
10, 12 and 14-15 There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim 
because the original limitation in lines 2-3 and 6 recites "entity-specific network 
enabled image capture devices". For the purpose of examination, the examiner is 
making the assumption that ""entity-specific network enabled image capture devices" is 
the same as "network enabled image capture devices". Furthermore, it is unclear 
whether the "image capture devices" are the "plurality of entities" or if the entities are 
something entirely different. Clarification within the claim language is required. 

Claims 2-9, 31 and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph 
because they are dependent on rejected independent claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1-5, 10, 12-17, 23-26 and 34-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being anticipated by Thompson (U.S. Patent No. 6,650,831 ), in view of Creamer et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,930,709). 

As to claim 1 , Thompson teaches a method for providing access to respective 
entity-specific photo-sharing websites for a plurality of entities, each controlling a set of 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices (See abstract; column 2, lines 
23-43), where "entity-specific photo-sharing websites" is read on "hosting service 
provider"), comprising: 

providing an online photo-sharing service capable of providing access to the 
respective entity-specific photo-sharing websites for each of the entities (See abstract; 
column 2, lines 23-43); and 

providing software for the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices 
that causes the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices to transmit entity 
ID information (See column 6, lines 55-67; colurinn 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27) when the 
image capture devices transmit images to the photo-sharing service over a network 
(See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27), such that when the image 
capture devices connect to the photo-sharing service via the network, the photo-sharing 
service uses the entity ID received from the image capture devices to automatically 
associate the images received from the image capture device to the photo-sharing 
website of the identified entity (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13- 
38; column 8, lines 55-64). 
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Thompson does not teach including a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables 
communication between the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and 
the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

Creamer et al. teaches an integrated internet/intranet camera (See abstract), in 
which he teaches a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing 
service via an Internet connection (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; 
column 25, lines 1-5; column 27, lines 38-41 . where Creamer et al. discloses that "a 
TCP-IP protocol stack" is used to enable a camera and the internet). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson , to include a TCP-IP 
protocol stack that enables communication between the entity-specific network-enabled 
image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson , by the teachings of Creamer et al. 
because a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the entity- 
specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service 
via an Internet connection would provide an inexpensive and efficient camera that 
communicates with the internet (See column 2, lines 48-54). 



As to claims 2 and 12, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the step 
of storing the entity ID in the network-enabled image capture devices during 
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manufacturing (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27); 
wherein the entity ID is stored in the digital camera during manufacturing (See 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 

As to claims 3 and 13, Thompson as modified,, teaches further including the step 
of storing the entity ID in the network-enabled image capture devices subsequent to 
manufacturing (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27); 
wherein the entity ID is stored in the digital camera subsequent to manufacturing (See 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 

As to claim 4, Thompson as modified, teaches further including providing a 
plurality of entity IDs, wherein each entity ID identifies a different entity (See Thompson, 
column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 

As to claim 5, Thompson as modified, teaches further including providing an 
entity ID identifying a camera manufacturer (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; 
column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27) and an entity ID identifying a user (See Thompson. 
column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 



As to claim 10, Thompson , teaches an online photo-sharing system (See 
abstract; column 2, lines 23-43), comprising: 
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an online photo-sharing service for providing access to respective photo-sharing 
websites for a plurality of entities (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 
13-38), wherein each of the entities controls a set of network-enabled digital cameras 
(See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38); and network-enabled 
digital camera software that is customized for each of the entities, such that when the 
software customized for a particular entity is executed in the entity's network-enabled 
digital cameras during a network connection to the photo-sharing service he software 
causes the network-enabled digital cameras to automatically upload images and 
transmit the entity ID information for the particular entity to the photo-sharing service 
over the Internet connection (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13- 
38; column 8, lines 55-64), allowing the photo-sharing service to use the entity ID 
information received from the network-enabled digital cameras to automatically 
associate the uploaded images with the photo-sharing website for that particular entity 
(See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 

Thompson does not teach including a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables 
communication between the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and 
the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

Creamer et al. teaches an integrated internet/intranet camera (See abstract), in 
which he teaches a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing 
service via an Internet connection (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; 
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column 25, lines 1-5; column 27, lines 38-41 , where Creamer et al. discloses that "a 
TCP-IP protocol stack" is used to enable a camera and the internet). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson , to include a TCP-IP 
protocol stack that enables communication between the entity-specific network-enabled 
image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson , by the teachings of Creamer et al. 
because a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the entity- 
specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service 
via an Internet connection would provide an inexpensive and efficient camera that 
communicates with the internet (See column 2, lines 48-54). 

As to claims 14 and 24, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein at least one set 
of network-enabled digital cameras is controlled by a hierarchal relationship of entities 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27; column 8, lines 55- 
64); further including the step of customizing at least one of the cameras for a hierarchal 
relationship of entities Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13- 
27; column 8, lines 55-64). 



As to Claims 15 and 25, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the network- 
enabled digital camera transmits the entity ID of each of the entities in the hierarchal 
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relationship (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27; 
column 8, lines 55-64); further including the steps of providing the entity ID as a set of 
hierarchal entity IDs (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 
13-27; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 16, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the entities include at 
least one of a camera manufacturer, a business, a government agency, and end-users 
(See Thompson, column 2, lines 54-65). 

As to claim 17, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the online photo-sharing 
service includes a server and a database for providing access to the respective 
websites (See abstract; column 2, lines 23-43). 

As to claim 23, Thompson teaches a method for automatically sending images 
from entity-specific cameras to entity- specific websites (See abstract; column 2, lines 
23-43, where "entity-specific photo-sharing websites" is read on "hosting service 
provider"), comprising: 

customizing a plurality of entity-specific cameras for different entities by loading 
at least one entity ID into the camera (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, 
lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64); 

providing an online photo-sharing service for providing access to a plurality of 
photo- sharing websites (See abstract; column 2, lines 23-43); 
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customizing each of the photo-sharing websites for a respective entity to create 
entity-specific websites, each of the entity-specific websites being identified by a 
respective entity ID (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 
8, lines 55-64); 

transmitting the respective entity ID for a particular entity-specific website from 
the camera to the photo-sharing service when uploading images from the camera to the 
photo-sharing service via the internet connection (See column 6, lines 55-67); and 

receiving the images and associating the images with the entity-specific website 
identified by the particular entity ID (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, 
lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 

Thompson does not teach including a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables 
communication between the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and 
the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

Creamer et al. teaches an integrated internet/intranet camera (See abstract), in 
which he teaches a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing 
service via an Internet connection (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; 
column 25, lines 1-5; column 27, lines 38-41, where Creamer et aL discloses that "a 
TCP-IP protocol stack" is used to enable a camera and the internet). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson , to include a TCP-IP 
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protocol stack that enables communication between the entity-specific network-enabled 
image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson , by the teachings of Creamer et al. 
because a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the entity- 
specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service 
via an Internet connection would provide an inexpensive and efficient camera that 
communicates with the internet (See column 2, lines 48-54). 

As to claim 26, Thompson as modified, teaches further including storing the 
entity-specific websites on a database accessed by a server (See Thompson, column 6, 
lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 34, Thompson teaches an online photo-sharing system (See 
abstract; column 2, lines 23-43, where "entity-specific photo-sharing websites" is read 
on "hosting service provider"), comprising: 

an online photo-sharing service for providing access to respective websites for a 
plurality of entities (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 
8, lines 55-64), wherein each of the entities controls a set of network-enabled digital 
cameras (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 
55-64), the set of network-enabled digital cameras including digital camera software that 
is customized for each of the entities, such that when the software customized for a 
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particular entity is executed in the entity's digital cameras during a network connection 
(See column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64), the 
software causes the network-enabled digital cameras to automatically upload images 
and transmit the entity ID information for the particular entity to the photo- sharing 
service over the Internet connection, allowing the photo-sharing service to use the entity 
ID information received from the network-enabled digital cameras to automatically 
associate the uploaded images with to the photo-sharing website hosted for that 
particular entity (See abstract; column 2, lines 23-43). 

Thompson does not teach including a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables 
communication between the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and 
the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

Creamer et al. teaches an integrated internet/intranet camera (See abstract), in 
which he teaches a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing 
service via an Internet connection (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; 
column 25, lines 1-5; column 27, lines 38-41, where Creamer et al. discloses that "a 
TCP-IP protocol stack" is used to enable a camera and the internet). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson , to include a TCP-IP 
protocol stack that enables communication between the entity-specific network-enabled 
image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson , by the teachings of Creamer et al. 
because a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the entity- 
specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service 
via an Internet connection would provide an inexpensive and efficient camera that 
communicates with the internet (See column 2, lines 48-54). 

As to claim 35, Thompson teaches an online photo-sharing system (See 
abstract; column 2, lines 23-43, where "entity-specific photo-sharing websites" is read 
on "hosting service provider"), comprising: 

a plurality of digital cameras for accessing an online photo-sharing service for providing 
access to respective websites for a plurality of entities (See column 6, lines 55-67; 
column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64), wherein each of the entities 
controls a set of digital cameras of the plurality of digital cameras (See column 6, lines 
55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64), each of the plurality of 
digital cameras including digital camera software that is customized for each of the 
entities, such that when the software customized for a particular entity is executed in the 
entity's digital cameras during a network connection (See column 6, lines 55-67; column 
7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64), the software causes the digital cameras 
to automatically upload images and transmit the entity ID information for the particular 
entity to the photo-sharing service over the Internet connection, allowing the photo- 
sharing service to use the entity ID information received from the network-enabled 
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digital cameras to automatically associate the uploaded images with to the photo- 
sharing website hosted for that particular entity (See abstract; column 2, lines 23-43; 
column 6, lines 55-67), 

Thompson does not teach including a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables 
communication between the entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and 
the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

Creamer et al. teaches an integrated internet/intranet camera (See abstract), in 
which he teaches a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the 
entity-specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing 
service via an Internet connection (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; 
column 25, lines 1-5; column 27, lines 38-41 , where Creamer et al. discloses that "a 
TCP-IP protocol stack" is used to enable a camera and the internet). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson , to include a TCP-IP 
protocol stack that enables communication between the entity-specific network-enabled 
image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service via an Internet connection. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson , by the teachings of Creamer et al. 
because a TCP-IP protocol stack that enables communication between the entity- 
specific network-enabled image capture devices and the online photo-sharing service 
via an Internet connection would provide an inexpensive and efficient camera that 
communicates with the internet (See column 2, lines 48-54). 
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As to claim 36, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the online photo-sharing 
service is capable of hosting the entity specific photo-sharing websites for each of the 
entities (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 
8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 37-38 and 40, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the entity 
specific photo-sharing websites are hosted outside of the photo-sharing service (See 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55- 
64); wherein the online photo-sharing service is capable of accessing a server (See 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55- 
64) and a database outside of the photo-sharing service for hosting the respective 
websites (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; 
column 8, lines 55-64); wherein the database storing the entity specific websites is 
arranged outside the photo-sharing service (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; 
column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 39, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the database storing the 
entity-specific websites is included within the photo-sharing service (See Thompson, 
column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 
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8. Claims 6-9, 18-22 and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thompson (U.S. Patent No. 6,650,831), in view of Creamer et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,930,709), in furtlier view of Garfinkle etal. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,017,157). 

As to claim 6, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the step of 
storing an entity account in a database corresponding to different entity IDs (See 
Garfinkle et al.. column 3, line 67; column 4, lines 1-6). 

Thompson as modified, does not teach further including the step of storing an 
entity account in a database corresponding to different entity IDs. 

Garfinkle et al. teaches a method of processing digital images and distributing 
visual prints produced from the digital images (See abstract), in which he teaches 
further including the step of storing an entity account in a database corresponding to 
different entity IDs (See Garfinkle et al.. column 3, line 67; column 4, lines 1-6). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson as modified,, to 
include further including the step of storing an entity account in a database 
corresponding to different entity IDs. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson as modified,, by the teachings of 
Garfinkle et al. because further including the step of storing an entity account in a 
database corresponding to different entity IDs would provide a method of processing 
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digital images more economically and easily available via a secure network (See 
Garfinkle et al. column 1, lines 41-55). 

As to claims 7, 19 and 27, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the 
step of associating with each of the entity accounts, web pages comprising the 
corresponding entity-specific photo-sharing website, and user account numbers of 
authorized users (See Thompson, abstract; column 2, lines 23-43; column 6, lines 55- 
67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27); wherein the server matches each one of the entity 
ID'S received with one of the entity accounts (See Thompson, abstract; column 2, lines 
23-43; column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27); further including the step 
of creating an entity account in the database for every entity ID, and associating each of 
the entity-specific websites with the corresponding entity account (See Thompson, 
abstract; column 2, lines 23-43; column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 

As to claims 8 and 18, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the step 
of matching the entity ID information received from each image capture device with the 
corresponding entity account in the database (See Garfinkle et al.. Fig. 4; column 10, 
lines 44-45; lines 55-59; and also see Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 
1-3, lines 13-27); wherein the database stores entity account information for each one 
the entities (See Garfinkle et al.. Fig. 4; column 3, line 67; column 4, lines 1-6; column 
10, lines 44-45; lines 55-59; and also see Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, 
lines 1-3, lines 13-27). 
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As to claim 9, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the step of 
automatically associating the received images with the entity-specific photo-sharing 
website of the identified entity (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 
1-3, lines 13-27; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 20, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the online photo-sharing 
service derives revenue from the entities (See Thompson/ column 6, lines 55-67; 
column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 21, Thompson as modified, teaches wherein the online photo-sharing 
service shares revenue with multiple entities that are in a hierarchal relationship (See 
Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-27; column 8, lines 55- 
64). 

As to claim 22, Thompson teaches wherein the respective websites are 
customized for each of the entities, such that when users visit the respective websites 
over the network, it appears to the user that the respective websites are hosted by the 
corresponding entities (See Thompson, column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, 
lines 13-27; column 8, lines 55-64). 
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As to claim 28, Tliompson as modified, teaches further including the step of 
associating URL's of the entity specific websites with the corresponding entity accounts 
in the database (See Thompson , column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; 
column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 29, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the steps of 
matching a received entity ID with one of the entity accounts in order to associate the 
received images with the entity specific website (See Thompson , column 6, lines 55-67; 
column 7, lines 1-3, lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 

As to claim 30, Thompson as modified, teaches further including the step of 
transmitting a user entity ID with the entity ID, and creating a user account in the 
database corresponding to the user ID (See abstract; column 2, lines 23-43), such that 
the received images are associated with the users account in the corresponding 
entity-specific website (See Thompson column 6, lines 55-67; column 7, lines 1-3, 
lines 13-38; column 8, lines 55-64). 



9. Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by 
Thompson (U.S. Patent No. 6,650,831), in view of Creamer et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,930,709), in further view of Naraven et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,323). 
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As to claims 31-33, Thompson as modified, still does not teach providing a 
default Internet service provider connection information; providing the plurality of 
cameras with default Internet service provider connection information. 

Narayen et al. teaches methods and apparatus for distributing a collection of 
digital media over a network with automatic generation of presentable media (See 
Abstract), in which providing a default internet service provider connection information 
(See abstract; column 1 1 , lines 7-49); (g) providing the plurality of cameras with default 
internet service provider connection information (See abstract; column 11, lines 7-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to have modified Thompson as modified,, to 
include providing a default internet service provider connection information; (g) 
providing the plurality of cameras with default internet service provider connection 
information. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Thompson as modified,, by the teachings of 
Naraven et al. because providing a default internet service provider connection 
information; (g) providing the plurality of cameras with default internet service provider 
connection information would allow a user of a digital camera to easily distribute or 
publish images from the digital camera or other digital acquisition devices over a 
network, such as the Internet (See Naraven et al.. column 2, lines 28-31). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 0. Applicant's arguments filed on 08-November -2006, with respect to the rejected 
claims 1-10 and 12-40 have been fully considered but they are not found to be 
persuasive: 

In response to applicants' arguments regarding "in response to the Examiner's 
statement that the claim language does not specify how the connection to the 
network is made, Applicant contends that claim 1 now makes clear that the camera is a 
network-enabled (e.g., web-enabled) device that communicates with the online photo- 
sharing service using a TCP/IP connection via the Internet", the arguments have been 
fully considered but are not found to be persuasive, because the specification, as cited 
by the applicant, clearly states "web-enabled devices". The examiner is asking that the 
applicant use the language that is defined in the specification when amending the claim 
language, especially when the language is being used to overcome the prior art of 
record. This is because "network" as defined by the Microsoft dictionary 5*^ edition is "A . 
group of computers and associated devices that are connected by communication 
facilities. A network can involve permanent connections, such as cables, or temporary 
connections made through telephone or other communication links". Therefore, 
"network-enabled" can still read on the current art of record according to the definition of 
"network" and does not specifically state that the connection is wireless as the applicant 
states in the Remark submitted 1 1/8/2006. Furthermore, the examiner has used 
Creamer et al. to disclose a digital camera connected to the internet via a "TCP-IP 
protocol" (See column 1, lines 17-21; column 24, lines 64-67; column 25, lines 1-5; 
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column 27, lines 38-41), by replacing the digital camera and internet connection taught 
in Thompson with that of Creamer et al. the prior art does read on the present claims. 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed on November 8, 2006, with respect to the rejected 
claims in view of the cited references have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mellissa M. Chojnacki whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4076. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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